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Burke, who was never more sublime than in s,uch a crisis
as that of the Gordon tumults, set himself with Fox to
check this spirit of nervous suspicion, but a bill restraining
Catholics from teaching Protestants was carried through
the Commons, and only lost in the Lords because the
Bishops objected to an amendment, qualifying its provisions,
Inserted by the Lord Chancellor.
Only two other measures relating to religiou^ttoleration
were carried during Fox's lifetime. In 1792 t^e^ Bis abilities
of the Episcopalians in Scotland were abolished, and a year
earlier a Bill was carried through Parliament relieving " Pro-
testing Catholic Dissenters" from the penal statutes. The
persons to whom the Bill applied were Catholics who pro-
tested against the Pope's temporal authority, and his right
to excommunicate kings and absolve subjects from their
allegiance, as well as the right alleged to be assumed by
Roman Catholics of not keeping faith with Dissenters. The
penal statutes which were no longer to apply to these
Catholics occupied nearly seventy pages in Burn's Ecclesias-
tical Law. As an example of their severity, Mr. Mitford the
mover of this Bill reminded the House that a Cathplic priest
was liable to suffer death for persuading others to adopt his
religion. The Bill encountered no opposition of the kind
which had asserted itself so sensationally in the country, but
not in the House of Commons, twelve years earlier. But Fox
argued very strenuously against limiting the relief promised
by the Bill to any one set of Catholics. The Bill did not
propose to confer on Catholics the right of holding any
office, but merely the right of holding opinions, and it was
monstrous that any man should be liable to the death
penalty for holding particular religious views. Fox con-
trasted the general toleration of Prussia, France, America,
and Holland with the parsimonious indulgence of a measure
that still kept these bloody laws over the heads of men
whose only offence was their religion. Few of those states-
men who rejected Fox's central argument that the punish-
ment or restraint of opinion was indefensible were, in their